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LINDSEY'S
IMFROVSD

BLOOD SEARCHER
AND

Medical Discovery,
For the cure of

I>t*MNC«i Artwink from «n Impnrf
Ktnlo or the Blood.

rnHF. QrKSTION PARAMOUNT to AI.L1 others Is. How can health be restored If1 And how preserved In a perfect state?
The possessor of untoM wealth, without

health, is a miserable man: but the poorestP«a*ant. with toll for his dally portion, po»sessodw .th brawny arm and

PURE BUOYANT BLOOD.
f f» ....v.>iSu V . VI . »CIH, »a OIWBWJ,indeed.
No one can enjoy perfect health whilst thecirculation !s impeded and the blood thickwith ImpuritiesTo remove these is not only the aim of

T.IX1)8EY'8

Improved Blood Searcher
and

MEDICAL DINCOTF.RT,
bat wh^n renovated to keev it so. That it is
m covpi.ctc success in the curinse of blood
diseases, num. n -us certificatefullyattest.We recommend It with confidence.
K. K. «5.1£1^X^12life* & CO.,

' Sole Proprietors,
CYwuer of Wood and Second Streets,

PITTSBURGH.

JOHNSON'S

RHEUMATIC
COM POCXD.

No Medicine for the cure of Rhenmatism
has ever attained to sui-h a hi*h decree of
favor and universality as Johnson's RlieumaticCorapouiiil. Although hut one yearbefore the public, this medicine has justly
Kn ned an uubounded popularity. When the
originator find ntrodueed it he was convincei of its efficacy. but he little thought it
was destined to nrove su-h an inestimable
blessing to the afflicted; but true merit can
not be ^uppre^-d. The attestation of hundred^who have been cured by it must provethe truth of the a.-»«ertion that it is

A RADICAL CURA TTVE
FOR

Inflammatory and AcnteRtienmatiira
Gout, \cnralj;li*

and kindred diseases. We recommend it
with confidence as the CJreat Internal
Remedy tor the speedy and positive cure of
tbe above com pi rdnts.

R. E. SELLERS * CO.,
Pittsburg. Pa.. Proprietors.

FOR A FAMILY MEDICINE

SELLER'S
CELEBRATED

LIVER PILLS
ARE IWALFABLE.

Have yon Depression of Spirits and Lotw of
Appetite?

Are you Nervous and Trritable?
Are you of Cc^tive Habit?
Have you Pain in theSideand Headache?
Hav»> yon Sallow Complexion?

If so. rest assure! there Is some derangementof the IJver which call* lor imnmliate
atttention. Performing as 1- doessuch Important function* 1-* the brxly. it i* highly necessarythat it should be preserved In a state of
pertert health. To Insure speedy action and
1 mmediate relief

MAKE USE OF

Sellers' Celebrated Liver Pills,
which have stood unrlva'ed for thirty vears.

For the cure of

Liver Complaint and C"©Mtiveno«*«»

and all Bilious Diseases,we recommend them
to the public. Proprietor*.

K. E. SELLERS A CO..
Pittsburgh, Pa.

*old, Plain and Sugar Coated, by all Druggie*.
mr27

WORMS!
SELLERS'

VERMIFUGE,
This Worm Medicine

Hmn 5o Superior, If An Eqnftl,
in this or any other country.

Every year thousandsof children die from
this horrible evil. This alarming mortality
loudly calls for increased watchfulness, and
for
Greater Oire in the Selection of the

Remedy.
I.FT PHTKKIAX.H SPEAK.

Sellers' Vermifuge
The B<HtC In *»*.

HERE IS TTTE PROOF:
Licxixo Station. Ky.. Dec. 17,1845.

Mr. R- F.. Sellers..Your Vermifuge po«morevirtue than any I ever used. I
will state a case where I gave one vial. My
brothers' child wax pining and wasting to a
ynrr* tkrieton. In thirty-six hours alter I gave
the Vermifuge, the enormous quantity of
upward ofMix hundred ursrni* urre pa**e<L The
cnlld that wasgiven up for lost. Is now a* well
Many In the neighborhood.

amrkohe aknett, m. d.
R. E. SI'.LLi: Sc. < o.

sole Pproprletore,
Pittsburgh, Pa.

tnrTT

BARRETT'S
THE

IN THE WORLD!
An" «n rn'ouustr.y x>i inc.

most cientiflr- Analytical (Jhembst*.
ft Rn.lor«-«i Oray Ifstir;
It Pr^vpnl* llalr I'Hllini; Oal:
ft thnnuM l>i«* Hoof* to their OriginalOncanlcAclion:
ft ErmIIrate* bnndrnffHnd ff nraor*:
ft Keep* t*>f«eaip final thy:
It Contain* no fujnrloun fnicrerflent

And Ik universally accorded u, be a splendid
L>re*dnj{ and superior Toilet article. It*
merits are inside tiie bottle.
Every bottle contain*more liquid than any

other dollar preparation.
No lartfe reward* offered toestabl sh its efficiency,but we do guarantee to refund the

money to any person who will uw* two bottle*and then say that our Iteatorative ha*
failed to do all we claim.

J. R. BARREITA Co.. Proprietors.
Manchester, New Hampshire.
T. H. LOGAN A CO,

and LOOAN. LIST A CO.,
Wholesale Agentx,

juZMm WHKKLfNO. W. VA.

JUUUO.
JlfARYLAND.LOUMVILLB AND COMifl.ition Lime in »«urelh, /resli burnt, on
hjLud and for *a!e by

P. C. HILDRETH 4 BRO.,
my31 53 Main Mtrcet

Broom IIundies.
>1 aaa poplak broom handles
4UMU Jim r©okIvet/ nod forsale low by

t-b!4. CHAP. H. BERRY
A LL THE POPULAR PATENT mediAclue* or the day lor aale by ODBEttT,

end of Btoae Bridjje. mtU

LOOK HERE!

Farmers and Working People!
Buy Your

BOOTS & SHOES
AT

159 Main Street!
WHERE YOU CAN SAVE 25 PER LENT

OF YOUR INVESTMENT.

I-adies'Sewed*Tipped Morcooo Bals. onlyy» cents.

Ladies' Hand Sewed, Stlk.Lasting Bals.,
(new style) only 51 75.
Mens' Fine Calf Boots only S2 HO.

Boys' Shoes only 35 cents.

Superior Advantages
AND

GR\EAT BARGAINS
IN

BOOTS AND SHOES!
TO BE HAD AT".

GARDINER'S
Palace Shoe Bazaar!
"159" Main Street,

The Cheapest Honse in the lest!!
AMD

Best Goods in the City.

Jyio I
Tmnnrtant. tn F.vnrvhnrW

A GOOD UNDERSTANDING!
TO HA VE IT CALL OX

JOHN H. ROBINSON,
NO. 15s MAIN ST.. (EAST SIDE)

WHERE YOU WILL FIND ONE OF
> f the most complete t-tocks of

BOOTS AND SHOES
K*-pt in this city: Gents' fine stitched, hand
made. Patent I-eather Opera Hoots; Gents'
fine, hand made, French Calf Opera Boot*:
Gents' fine Patent leather and French Calf
Peculiar Shoes. EVERY PAIR WAR|RANTED.
The 3d Stock Just Received.
Indies Lasting Lace Gaiters only 5 90

lasting Con. Gaiters, plain, only.. 1 50
" Lasting Con. Gaiters, tiped, only... 1 7T»
" Lasting Balmorals, only 1 50

Misses ^ewed shoes, only 75
Youths'Calf Shoes,only 50
Gents' fine Calf Boots, only 4 75
An emllws variety too numerous to mention.As to the durability of onr goods we

refer you to onr many customers who have
irieo uiein ami win ieii you one pair irora

my hou*e is worth a dozen pairs of the auc-
Hon ira*hy goods sold by mme other dealers
in this city. Come one. come all and con-
vinoe yourselvu*that the above l«* reliable.
158 Main st. JOHN H. ROBINSON.
_is? !
SPRING STOCK!!

,Boots and Shoes for the Million!
.

Blond & Bachman,
Wholesale and Retail Dealers In

Boots, Shoes and Gaiters,
107 Main Street,

Corner Hprigg Alley,

HA V E J U8T RECEIVED THEIR
Spring stock of Boots and Shoes,

Complete In Every Particular;

and calculated to meet the wants of all,

YOUNG AND OLD, MALE AND
FEMALE.

CALL AND SEE.

BLOND A BACHMAN,
l(/7 Main street.

mrl7-iy eor. »pngg Aiiey.

GEO. EDWARDS. B. B. STONE. MAHO. X. STOKE.

NEW WHOLESALE

BOOT &SHOESTORE
EDWARDS, STONE & Co.,

No. 29 Main 8L,
WHEELING* W. VA«

WE HAVE JUST RECEIVED OUR
first stock of

Boots and Shoes.
Having purchased for cash and oar stock

being all
NEW AND FRESH,

we feel satisfied that we can give entire satisfactionto any who may give us a call.
The attention of Country Merchant* is respectfullysolicited before purchasing elsewhere.
mar5 EDWARDS. STONE A CO.

Second Stock
or

SPRING AND SUMMER GOODS,
JUHT RECEIVED AT

BOYD & WAYMAN'S,
Wholesale Dealers in

BOOTS AND SHOES,
No. 48; Main street, 3doors above Qulncy.
may8-ly WHEELING, W. V.

Common Lime.

IN QUANTITIES TO SUIT THE TKADE
for anle by
mrSl 'JOB. A. MKTCALF.

LonlfTllIe Lime.
onA barrels just received and

mJ\for br JOB. A. METOALF.

MA A. Jci v/x o unouxunxun a.

DAILY, by mall, one year,- f7 50
«tx months, IX)
three months, 2 25
one month, 75

by City Carriers, per week 15 «<
TRI-WEEkLY, one year. 5 m \

six months,. 2 50
three months 1 50 {WEEKLY, one year. 2 00

six months^ 1 00 <

RATES OP ADVERTISING.
One Square, one time, (10 lines or less to con- t

Ktltute a square,) 91 00
each additional ume, 50
one week 8 00
two weeks, 5 0U
month 8 0(1

COURT OF APPEALS.
Argument Submitted by Uov. B.
Ntnntoa at July Term, A. !>., In
the matter of Andrew lIunler'H Ap-
plication to Practice aw an Attorney.
The applicant presents himself to the

court, and asks the privilege of prac-ticing nt its bart without taking the
oath* prescribed by the law of Febru- 1

ary, A. D.t IS06, which requires all At-
torneys who propose to practice in the
courts of this State, to take an oath
that thoy have done nothing in aid of
the late rebellion since the 20tli day of
June, A. D.t 1863. 1
The facts upon which he bases h's applicationare as follows:
1. That he was duly licenced to pratlce law

In the c ourts of the State of Virginia in the
*year IS24.

2 That he practiced as au Attorney in the
Conrtsof Virginia from his adinls>iun to the
commencemeut of ttie late rebellion I11 the
sprint; of 1861.

3. Ttiat in May, 1861, he was elected to the
House of Delfgates of the State of Virginia,and served out his term of two years, duringwhich the State Legislature of which
he was a member, disclaimed any allegianceto the Government of tne L'nlt»-d
States and recognized tue supremcay of the
Southern Confederacy. I
4 At the expiration of his term of service

in th«» House of Del^ates, he was elected to
the senate of Virginia, and s«*rved a term ot"
two years in the Senate, while Virginia wa>
a State of the Southern Confederacv.
A 1Q,> I*

Delegates, tie took an oath of alie^iauce to
the Southern Confederacy.0. He does not come within any of the exceptionsto the President's amnesty Proclamationof May 29, 1S&5. He took the amnestyoath pre.M_-ribed by the amnesty Proclamationof President Lincoln of December,1&63. and President Johnson's Proclamation
of May, 18&3.

7. The State ofWest Virginia was admitted
into the Union as a stale on the 2i)th of June,A. D.t 1863.

S. l'he applicant was never admitted to

firactlce in tne Courts of West Virginia, nor
n the Courts of the Restored Government ofVirginia.
Upon this state of facts, Mr. Hunter

claim^the right to practice law in this
State without taking the oath required
of lawyers in this State to practice in
the Courts of the State, passed February,1S66.

It is claimed in the first place that by
a just construction of this law, it does
not apply to lawyers practicing before
its passage.
But the whole scope and spirit ol the

law is so manifestly intended to embraceall lawyers who propose to practicein the State, that the applicant
manifestly places but little reliance on
this proposition. The law says that
"No Attorney-at-law shall be allowed
"to practice in any Court, or before any"Justice or Board of Supervisors of this
"State, after the passage of this act, un"tilhe shall take in the Court in which he
"proposes to practice, in addition to the
"oaths now required by law the followingoath.
But if this were so, Mr. Hunter neverwas admitted to practice in the Courts

of West Virginia. And I propose hereafterto show that he is not entitled to
practice in this State by virtue of his
license to practice in the State of Virginia.
But the applicant relies mainly uponthe proposition that the law of February,1S6*}, is unconstitutional, becauseit is ex post facto, is in

the nature of a bill of attainder, im-
pairs the obligations of a contract, and
divests vested rights. To this I reply:

1, That the presumption is always
in favor of the constitutionality of any
law upon the statute book. It will
never be presumed that the legislative
department of the Government has
transcended its powers, and passed a
law in violation of the constitution
which the members of the Legislature
were sworn to support. If, therefore, 4

upon a full consideration of the whole 4

question, the Court is in doubt as to
whether the law is in violation of the 4

constitution or not, the decision must 4

be in favor of its constitutionality. 1
2. But I hope to be able to relieve the 4

Court from all reasonable doubts on the *

subject, and to show beyond cavil and 4

controversy, that the law is clearly and
plainly a constitutional and valid en- <

actment. 1
The case depends upon" the nature

and character of the rights acquired by
an Attorney by his admission to the <
bar, and the power of the Legislature 5
and the Courts over him in his oittcial
character as an Attorney. j

I deny that an Attorney by his li-
cense acquires any rights that are not
subject to the absolute dominion and
control of the Legislature, and the
Courts in which he is authorized to
practice.

It is important to any just and accurateconception of the questions in-
volved in misapplication to understand
piecisely the relation which an Attorneyoccupies towards the Court, the
law and the community.
They have been recognized as an

essential part of the machinery for the
administration of justice; as an indis-
pensable appendage to the Courts as far
duck. as we Have any traces or the
common law.
Wo lind them recognized in the acts

of Parliament in Kngland, as Jar
back as the reign of Henry III. In the
20lh year of the reign of Henry III,
they were authorized to appear for
persons owing suit or service to the
Court Leet, or the Court of the Manor.
From that time there is frequent recognitionsby act of Parliament, in the

shape oflaws conferring authority uponthem in special cases, prohibiting cer|tain offences, Ac., Ac.
In the fourth year of Henry IV for

the first lime, a roll of the Attorneyspracticing in each Court was required
to be kept in the Courts in which they
practiced. From that time to the
present, not only Parliament, but the
Courts iu which they practiced have
exercised the most unlimited control
over them.
The history of the State of Virginiais full of instructive precedents on this

question. Very soon after the settle-
meat of the colony a struggle com-
menced between the planters and the
lawyers, which continued for more
than a century. i

During that period numerous laws
were passed regulating the mode of ad-
iiiiLiuiK liiwytTH to me uur, prescribing
the oaths they should take, regulating
their fees, punishing them lor misconduct.taking illegal fees, Jkc., Ac., in
which the colonial legislature exercised
the most unlimited control.
In 1642, a law was passed requiring

all Attorneys to be licensed, and regu-
lating their fees. lf Henuing Statutes,
275. I

In 1645, a law was passed expelling
all Attorneys from office and prohibit-
ing them from practicing in the courts.
1, Henniog Statutes, 305. At the same
session a law was passed repealing the
law, authorizing Attorneys to be licensed.1, Henuing, 313.
In 1647, a law was passed prohibiting

Attorneys from taking auy tees or practicingin the courts, and requiring the
conrts to manage causes for weak partieswho could not manage them them
uplvf»H. orto MDDOint some Derson from
among the people to munage them for
them. 1, Henuing, 349.
In 1650, the law expelling "mercenaryAttorneys" was repealed, and the

Governor and Council were required to
appoint Attorneys for the quarterly
courts, and the Commissioners to appointthem for the County Courts. 1,
Henning 419.
The next year 1657, a law was passed

jroniuuiug any person irom pienuing
my cause for gain or profit, under a

penalty of 5.000 pounds of tobacco. 1,
llenning, 482.
At tlie same session a law was passed

expelling all the lawyers in the colony
from the bar. The Governor seems to
have made some scruple about signing
it and said something about magna
Jiarta, and quite a contest ensued be.weenthe House of Burgesses and the
Governor, in which the House finally
triumphed.
So the matter remained for twentythreevears. In 16S0 another law was

passed requiring all attorneys to bt
licensed by the Governor, and fixing
their fees/2 Ilenninir. 4S9.
Two years afterwards, in 1682, the law

af 1680, for the licensing of Attorneys
was "found inconvenient" and repealed,2 Henning, 498.
So the law remained for thirty-six

years. But somehow the Attorneyswith or without law had got to practicingagain; for in 1718 a law was passedfixing the fees of Attorneys in the
General Court and in theCounly Court,
1 Henning, 59.
In 1732 the Colonial Legislature foi

the first time passed a law somewhat in
iletail, providing for the admission ol
Attorneys, defining their duties, regulatingtheir fees, and defining the powei
of the Courts over them, and requiringthem to take an oath. The eighth sec:
tion of that law provides that, "Nc
t-HHon or persons whatsoever, shall,
'after the 10th of November now next
'ensuing, practice as an Attorney in
"any County Court or other inferioi
"Court of this Colony without a license
"first obtained from the Governor and
"Counoil, or the Governor andCom"mander-in-Chiefand the Council fot
'the time being of this Colony and Do"minion,upon pain of forfeiting forty
'shillings tor every cause he shall prosecuteor defend in such Court."
The ninth section prescribes the mode

sf obtaining the license and the oath as
follows : " You Uo no falsehood nor con

sentto any to be done in the Court,
and if you know of any to be done
'you shall give notice thereof to the
Justices of the Court that it may be
reformed; you shall deny no man fox
'lucre or malice, nor take any unreasonablelees; you shall not wittingly
or willingly sue or procure to be sued,
'any false suit nor give aid or consent
'to the same upon pain of being dis'abledto practice as an Attorney for'ever.And further, you shall use
'yourself in the office of an Attorney
'within the Court according to your
'learning and discretion.so help you
'God."
The tenth section authorizes the Governorand Council to suspend any At:orneyor revoke his license for misconduct.
The eleventh section provides that
he Court may order nn Attorney to
Day all costs occasioned by his neglect.
The twelfth section provides that the
aw shall not extend to any Barrister or
Counsellor, or to any Attorney, who at
he time of passing the law was a pracitioneriu the General Court. 4 Henling,361.
Thin is thf> first law which rpnuirpfl nn

mth froui Attorneys in the .State of
rirginia.
This law remaiued in force ten years.
n May, 1742, a law was passed, the premibleto which recited that the former
aw had "not been found to answer the
good design and intention thereof;"
md it was enacted that the law be "re

pealedand made void." 5, Ilenning,
So matters stood for three years. In

745, another general law whs passed,
>roviding for licensing Attorneys and
egulaiing their duties, fees, Ac.
The tirst section of this law recites

'that the great number of ignorant and
'uu*kilful persons practicing in the
County Courts, has become a great
'grievance on account of their neg*lectand mismanagement of their cli

ents'causes."
The second section requires the GeneralCourt to appoint examiners, who

shall examine all applicants for license
o practice law.
Ihe third section provides that appli?Mntsfor license shall present to the

'xaminers a certificate of character
rom the proper County Court, upon
vuicn no iiuty ue KAauiineii, una ll
'ound qualified, tho examiners shall
;rant biin a license. Every person obaitringsucli license, shall, before he
.hall be permitted to practice, "take
'the oaths appointed bv law to be ta'ken,instead of the oaths of allegiance
'and supremacy, and take and subScribethe oath of abjuration and
'subscribe the test;" and in addition the
"ollowing oath : "I, A. B., do swear,
'that I will truly and honestly demean
'myself in the practice of an Attor'ney,according to the best of my'knowledge and ability." Every personpracticing without license to forfeitlive pounds for every case in which
ie appeared.
Th£. tourth section authorizes the

General Court to suspend or revoke
in Attorney's license for malpractice.
Tiie fifth section provides that the act

ihall not extend to Barristers or Attorneysof the General Court previouslylicensed.
Tho sixth section provides that all

Barristers and Attorne3,s shall, after
[he first day of J uly, take the oaths previouslyprescribed.
The ninth section provides that theyshall pay all costs occasioned bv their

neglect. Tiiis law was repealed, and
its lending features re-enacted in October.1748.
The third section of the act of 174$

provides that no person who hath been,
or hereafter shall be convicted of any
felonious crime or crimes, shall be admittedto practice.
The fifth section provides that so

much of this act as provides for procuringa license, should not apply to Barristersor attorneys now practicing.
Tnesixth section authorises the Countyor inferior Courts, to require Attorneysto give security for their good behavior.
The eighth section prohibits Attorneysof the General Court from practicingin the County or iuferior Courts,
The eleventh section provides thai

not more than two lawyers shall argue
on any side of any cause. This law
was again substantially re-enacted in
March, 1761, with the addition of a sectiontixing a minute tariff of fees foi
Attorneys, and imposing penalties foi
making higher charges than tin
fees prescribed In the law. Section 11,
7, Hen uiug, 400.
In 1776, May, a law passed requiring

Attorneys to take an oath of allegiance
to the Commonwealth of Virginia, 9,
Henning, 121. So the law stood in relatumto Attorneys until after the closc
if (ho WM.*- r»f !»«

In 1786. ihe law regulating the adirisdonand practico of Attorneys was
again revised, and three Judges of the
L'ourt of Chancery or General Court,
were authorized to grant license; and
"every counsel, attorney or proctor be"forehe shall practice, shall, in some
"Court of record, ffive assurance of fidelityto the Commonwealth, and if he
"shall thereafter obtain license shall
"take the ordinary oath of an Attorney.It also authorizes the General
Court on information filed and on conviction,to suspend or revoke an Attorneyslicense, 12, Henning, 339.

iSo Mtood the law until February 15th,
1819, when the law was passed under
which the applicant's license was grantingThe second section of this law provided"that before an Attorney shall
"be permitted to practice in any Court
"of this Commonwealth, he shall first
"produce his license in each Court
"where he intends to practice, and in
"the presence of such 'Court shull give
"assurance of fidelity to the Commonuwealth.
Every person that has been or shall

bo convicted of felony shall not be
licensed. If the Judges observe inal«
practice, or complaint of malpractice is
made, an information may be filed, and
if the party is found guilty, he shall be
suspended or his license revoked.
No Attorney, who shall prosecute »

suit in un inferior Court, shall be permittedto prosecute such cause in the
appellate Court. Fees fixed for ser-

vices, sec. i-». 1. iteviseu \joug 01 iaiy,
p. 267 to 272. I
The law now in force in Virginia, l

Code of 1860, p. 699 repeals the section
fixing the fees, changes the provision
in regard to giving an assurance of
fidelity to the Commonwealth, and requiresan oath of fidelity to the Com-
monwealtli. This review of the legis-
lation of the State of Virginia shows
beyond all controversy that the privi-
leges or rights conferred by an Attorn-
ey's license have never been regarded as
in any sense a franchise that could not
be changed or revoked at the pleasure of
the law-making power of he State.
During the first century of the settlementof the colony the license of Attor-
neys were repeatedly rovoked and an-
nulled in the most sweeping and comprehensiveterms. Their fees were increasedand diminished, the oaths re-

quired of them were changed and modi-
iic*u iit'uuiunig i.u me fAigeucies ui me
times, or the whim nnd caprice of ihe
Legislature. No question seems ever
to have been made as to the power of
the Legislature to exercise the most
absolute dominion and control over
them except in a single instance. On
the 25th of March, 1658, the following

f proceedings are found in 1. Henning's
Statutes p. 495-6.
"Proposed whether a regulation or

total rejection oi lawyers?"
By the first vote. An election."

At the foot of the pajje Is the following note
' The answer of the Governor nnd Council
"to the House's message about lawyer*."
"Toe Governor and Council will consent to

"Ibis proposition so far as it shall be agree"ableto M:u;na Charta.
"23 Maktii. 1w7. "Wm. Claiborne."

"llAUCH 25,1«»58.""Proposed whether the committee should
"draw up a leply to the answer or the Governorami Council of the 23d In-taut, con"ceroingthe proposition alxint lawyers."Resolved. An answer should be drawn up"by the committee.
"The humble reply of the Burgesses to the

"Governor and Council."
"1. Concerning lawyers. 2. Concerning the

"manuertif proceedings in law.
"To the first, we have considered Magna"Charta, and we cannot discern any pro"hibltloncontained therein but that these

"propositionsmay pass into laws. 1

"Ir wiu resolved lu two former Assembleys
"that it was not only necessary but that they
"appears by two acta «f Assembly now upon"recoid.

'Hie first whereof stood in force about ten
"years, and the late addition whs added in
"lti!7, which acts stood in force until the last
"Assembly, and soe we humbly concieve that
"we have no less power nor cause to make
"like laws."
The Governor and Council seem to

have regarded either the logic or the
precedents cited by the Burgesses as
unanswerable, for they made ho reply,and the proposition became a law.
When it is considered that the partiesprejudiced by these laws, was the wholebar of the colony, that they acquiesced

in it for more than a century withoutresistance or remonstrance, the
conclusion is irresistible that the power
was universally recognized and admitted.
The oath of abjuration and supremacywas required of all lawyers, us well

those previously admitted as those
thereafter to be admitted.
The la of 1745 was the first law that

required lawyers to take these oaths.
It cannot be doubted but there were
many lawyers in the Colony professingthe Catholic religion and believing the
Pretender to be the lawful heir to the
crown of Great Britaiu. But under
this law ho must abandon his practice,
or forswear his allegiance to nis God
and his King.
This law, or others with the same

provision, remained in force until 1776,
when all lawyers were requiredto renounce their allegiance to the
King of Great Britain, and swear allegianceto the Commonwealth of Vir|ginia.
So from the settlement of the Colonyto the present time, the Legislature has

constantlv exercised the mnvor of in-
creasing ami diminishing the fees of *
lawyers and prohibiting them from <

taking fees in addition to the fees pre- 1

scribed by law. s
In the only Instance in which ex-

eruption from legislative control was *
over claimed, it was promptly denied, 1
and has never since been claimed. So
the Courts have constantly exercised *

the power ot suspending or' revokingthe license of Attorneys for any cause <

they may deem sufficient. The onlylimitation that has ever been placed
upon this power is, tliatau information
must be tiled and a jury sworn toinquire
into the truth of the charges contained *

v in the information. But the Court is
the sole judge as to what charges shall
be sufficient to suspend or revoke the
license of an Attorney. It is not neces- i

sary that he should commit any o tienee
punishable by the laws of the State,
that he should be convicted of anycrime, but whatever the Court may con-
sider "malpractice" or "misconduct" is i
sufficient to suspend an Attorney or re-
voke his license. I
What is the value of a franchise or

privilege that is held by such a tenure
as this? i

It is no answer to the argument
drawn from the history of the Colony
to say that there was then
no national or State Constitution in
force to restraiu the legislative power.These constitutions are new amplilica-tions of Magna Chat ta, the petition of
right and other laws that our ancestors
brought with them from the mother
country.
The life, liberty and property of the

citizen has been uboul as well protectedin this country and England for more
than a century as it is now.
When Jaines II wanted to deprivethe city of Loudon of its chartered fran,chises, he did not dare to assail it byAct of Parliament, but had its charter

forfeited by quo warranto for misuser,
in the Court of King's bench. But who
ever heard of a quo warranto against
a lawyer to forfeit his franchises?
The idea that a lawyer's license confersupon hiui any irrevocable fran

chise or privilege, is a delusion aud a
suare, and can only lead to error aud
that continually.

It is a new privilege conferred uponhim without consideration, aud revo
cable at the pleasure of the power bywhich it was granted. A municipalcorporation is a franchise, but as it is
puwwo aiiu giaiuauua, iiu uupiiui III'vested oil the faith of it, is revocable
at the pleasure of the legislature.
But whatever rights the applicaut

may have acquired in the State of Vir
ginia, they give him no rights in the jState of West Virginia.

It is one of the essential attributes
of sovereignty to organize Courts, and
prescribe, the powers and duties of the
Judges and officers of the Courts.
When a new State is created out of

the territory of an existing State, all
officers and others holding offices or
privileges under the laws of the old
State, are at once divested of them, un-
less they are preserved by the Constitu-
tion and laws of the new State. A
Judge whose term has just commenced,
acquires no rights in the new State, and
loses his office uuless he removes with-
in the territorial limits of the old State.
His eligibility to office, his right to

vote, and all other privileges derived
from the laws of the old State are gone,and may be altered and changed at
pleasure by the new State. «

If he was a voter in the old State
without being a freeholder or a householder,the new State might requirehim to be one or the other, or both. If
negroes were allowed to vote in the old
State, they might be prohibited in the
new. If a man was eligible to an office
in the old State at 21 years of age, be
might be excluded in the new State un-
til be was 25 or 30. If he was entitleJ
to admission to the law in the old State
at 21 years of age, he might be excludIf>H in Iho now until hn n»un OS voon r*r

age. If he were admitted in the old
State at 21, and the new State was creaited before he arrived at the age of 25
Years, he would be excluded from the
bar in the new State until he arrived at
the age required by the law of the new

I State. If be were admitted to the bar
of the old State without taking the oath
of allegiance or tidelily to clients, he

i. might be required to take these oaths
before he would be permitted to prac>tice in the new State.
In short the new State might refuse

lo recognize tne admission in tiie old
State, and require all persons desiring
Lo practice in its Courts to be examined
as to their capacity and fitness, and to
conform to such regulations as mightbe prescribed by law.
Mr. Hunter was never admitted to

practice in the Courts of West Virginia,and he must conform to the laws of
West Virginia as the only condition
upon which he can be permitted to
practice in her Courts.

It is true that the State of West Virginiahas adopted the laws of Virginia,and declared that they shall remain in
force until they are altered or repealed.Amongst the laws of Virginia so
adopted was the law providing for the
admission of Attorneys.
But it derived its vitality and validityfrom its adoption by the constitution

and laws of West Virginia. It remainedin force until it was altered bythe laws of West Vlrgiuia.
Mr. Hunter never appeared in the

Courts of West Virginia, or claimed to
lia a mnmhov nf (Ha xnlil ' >

of Virginia was altered by the law of
February, 18GG, requiring the oath
which he now asks to be excused from
taking, was passed.
To give him any claim to a vested

right to practice in the Courts of West
Virginia he must hive been a practicinglawyer, or had a right to practice in the
Courts of West Virginia. Ho has never
taken the oath of allegiance to the State
of West Virginia, or the oath ol fidelityto clients in any of the Courts of West
Virginia.
He will not now claim that he has a

right to practice in the Courts without
taking these oaths. But at the time he
presents himself there is a further oath
required by the laws of West Virginia.His admission and the oath taken byhim in 1824 in the State of Virginia do
not, -per se, give him a right to practicein the Courts of West Virginia.He must take an oath of allegianceto the Stale of West Virginia. Why?Because it is required by the laws of
West Virginia. If he must take one
oath because it is required by the law
of West Virginia, why not the other?
The law is not changed, because it is
easy and convenient to take one oath
und he cannot take the other.

It is just as much an invasion of Mr.
Hunter's rights as an Attorney to requirehim to take the oath of allegiance
lo West Virginia, as it is to require him
to take the oath of February, 1860.
The Slate of West Virginia bears

the same relation to the Stale of Virginia,lhat the State* of Kentucky does.
And I suppose it will hardly bo claimidthat it a Virginia lawyer, who was
:idmilled to practice before the State of
Kentucky was admitted into the Union,
should now go into Kentucky and
jlaim the right to practice there withjutcomplying with the laws of Kentucky.It will hardly be contended
that his claims could be recognized.The case of Anderson vs. the election
)i&cers of Montgomery county, recentlydecided by the Court of Appeals of
Maryland, sustains this principle and
$oes far beyond it. That case was an
Application for a mandamus to the delendantsto receive and count the plainiff'svote. The applicant was a legal
foter of the State under the former
Constitution, but was disfranchised by.he present Constitution because he
;ould not take the retrospective oath of
oyalty prescribed by the new Constitution.The Court held that a Slate in
.he reorganization of its Government,ind the adoption of a new Constitution
lad a right to limit and restrict the
right of suffrage, and deprive persons
>f privileges under the now Constitu.ion,which they had had under the old?
hut such a provision was not cx postracto,or in violation of the Constitution
>f the United States. But here the
aarty may retain all his privileges by-etaining his citizenship in the old
state. When a Slate is divided every:itizeti has a right to make his election,
whether he will be a citizen in the old
State or the new. By electing to renaina citizen of the old State lie mayivoid the operation of any obnoxious
'eatures of the Constitution or laws of
;he new State. If he elects to be a citizenof the new State he must submit
,o her Constitution and laws, and
;annoi urmg wun mm the protecionwhich tli© Constitution and laws
>f the old State atforded liim. It is
rue that a party may have to changeais domicil to get into one or the other
State as he may prefer. But there is
tio special hardtthip in tl is, as this is
tvhat about one half of the people of
tie couutry do everj'year, without anyjuch cause.
The reorganized government of Virginiapassed a law on the 10th of February,18(52, requiring all Attorneys to

Lake the oath prescribed by the ordininceof Juue 11th, IStil, Laws of 1862,
39, 70. Oil the 14th of May, 1802, this
law was repealed, and an act passed re
quiring all persons "who shall continue
in his office or employment," to take

nn oath abjuring the State government
nt Richmond, and an oath of allegiance
to the restored government of Virginia,
which was in force when the Slate of
West Virginia was admitted iuto the
Utiiou. This law also declares that
avery person who shall refuse to take
that oath, shall be deemed a suspicious
person, and may be arrested aud requiredto give bond. This law which
was made a law of West Viginia by
ber constitution the applicant hais nevercomplied with.
Section 8, Article 9, of the constitutionot West Virginia, provides tbat

"the common law, and the laws of the
oimu ui * ir^imu in iorce wiiuin me
"boundaries of this State, when this
"Constitution goes Into operation, and
"not repugnant thereto, shall be and
''continue the law of this State until
"altered or repealed." The applioauttherefore was uol an Attorney authorizedto practice law in the State of Virginia,according to the laws of that
State at the time West Virginia was admittedinto the Union. He stands
therefore upon the footing of an Attorneyfrom another State taking up his
domicil in this State, "and asking admissionto the bar of this State, as a
West Virginia lawyer or of a citizen
who had never been admitted, making
tin original application to practice as
an Attorney in the Courts of the State.
The law of February, 1866, is not retrospectiveas to him, and therefore he can
make no question about its being ex

poxtjfacto in violation of contracts or divestingvested rights.
The practice of the Parliament of

Great Britain, and the Colonial and
State Legislature of Virginia, in treat-
lug the privileges ol an Attorney as
within their control, is sustained bythe decisions of the Courts.
In the case referred to by the applicantin 19 Howard, Judge Taney, in

delivering the opinion of the Court
says: "And it has been well settled by"the rules and pructiceof Common Law
"Courts, that it rests exclusively with
"the Court to determine who is qualified14to become one of its officers as an Atlor"neyand Counsellor, and for what
"cause he ought to be removed."
In that case the Attorney was removedby the Court in his abs'ence without

notice, and without any specificationsof the acts of misconduct with which
tie was charged.
But the Court held that the order of

removal was a legitimate exercise of
Judicial power, which the Supreme

" wmucu oinieo UUU no pOW&rto control.
But admitting for the sake of the argument,that the applicant was a prosecutingattorney in the courts of this

State at the time the law of February
IStiti, was passed, we deny that that law
is ex post facto, violates contracts, divestsvested rights, or that it is a franchisewhich ibe Legislature had no
power to deprive him of.
Kent's Commentaries and the authoritiesthere cited are relied upon by the

applicant in support of the proposition
Lbatthe law is unconstitutional. ChancellorKent says: 44 Ex post facto laws
"relate to penal and criminal proceedingswhich impose punishments of
"forfeitures, and not civil proceedings
"which affect private rights retrospectively,1 Kent's com., 4US-9.
Certainly the utmost that can be said

of this law is, that it affects "privaterights retrospectively."It is, therefore, not an expostfacto lawaccording to Kent's definition. ;l
The cases of Calder vs. Bull, 3 Dallas,and Fletcher vs. Peck, 6 Cranch. arealso referred to in support of the propo-sition that this is an ex postfacto law.The case of Calder vs. Bull whs this:

The will of Xorman Morrison -was offeredfor probate before the Probate
Court of Hartford county, Connecticut,'and was rejected on trial. The devisees |failed to perfect their appeal from the
judgment of the Probate Court within j,
mo nine prescrioea oy law. it whs
therefore claimed by the heirs at law
tbHt the judgment of the Probate Court!
had become final and irrevocable, and
that the title to the property denied by
the will had irrevocably vested in them.
On the application of the devisees, the
Legislature of the State of Connecticut
set aside the judgment of the Probate
Court and granted anew trial to the
devisees, with liberty to appeal from
the judgment that might be rendered
on the new trial, within six months.
On the new trial the will whs establishedand admitted to probate. The t,contestants appealed and the SupremeCourt affirmed the judgment of the
Probate Court, in admitting the will to
probate. The heirs at law claimed
that the law setting aside the
first judgment of the Probate Court and
granting a new trial was ex post factoand unconstitutional, because it divestedthem of the title which they acquiredby the first judgment of the
Probate Court, which was not appealed
from in pursuance of the law then in
force. The Court held that the law was
not unconstitutional or ex post facto.And there is not a word in the opinion
of the Court that gives any color to the
claim that a law affecting rights of pro-
perty, or civil rights is an cxpost factolaw.
The case of Fletcher vs. Peck S.

Crauch was this: The Legislature of:1
the State of Georgia parsed a law au-
thorizing the Governor to sell and con-
vey 500,000 acres of wild land in that
State. In pursuance of this law the
Governor sold and conveyed 15.000
acres of the land to Fletcher for §3,000.
A subsequent legislature repealed the
law authorizing the Governor to sell
the land, and declared the law void, becauseits pnssHge had been procured bybribery and corruption, and revoked
all sales and grants made by the Governorunder it. The Court held that so
much of the repealing law as attemptedto revoke grants made by the Gover- I
nor before its passage, was unconstitu-
tional.not because it was ex poat/acto.but because it was a law impairing the
obligation of contracts.
In other words the Court would not f

permit the State of Georgiu to stultifyherself by repudiating her own contracts.
But what contract did the Legisla-tureot West Virginia make with Mr.

Hunter that she seeks to repudiate bythe law of February, 1866?
I am not able to see the analogy be-

tween that case and the case at bar.
The case of Dartmouth College vs.

Woodward.4, Wheaton, referred to bythe applicant.simply decides that the
Legislature of a State cannot repeal the \charter of a private corporation uponthe faith of which capital has been in-I
vested, aud thereby for all practical j
purposes, couliscate the capital so invested.It has ever since been
recognized as a leading case, and
Is undoubtedly sound law, though
it lias recently been gravelyquestioned. In the cases which came
up from Ohio under the State Constiiu-1
tion of 1850, and the laws passed in
pursuance of it, increasing the tax on
banks previously chartered, the au-
thority of that case was called in question,and denied by a minority oi the
Supreme Court of the United States.
In the case of Dodge vs Wooley, 18
Howard 3(51, involving this question,
Judges Catron, Daniel and Campbelldissented. In the case of the State1
Bank of Ohio vs. Throop 10, Howard
393, the same Judges dissented. In the
case of Butler vs. Pennsylvania 10,Howard 402, it was held that a law reducingthe salary of an officer lrom
$4 to §3 per day, and changing the mode
of apnoiutment so as to oust an iccum-
bent before the expiration of his term,
was not a violation of contracts, but
was a valid, constitutional law.
In the case of Satterlee vs. Matthew-

son 2, Peters 380, it was held that:
"Retrospective laws which do not im"pairthe obligation of a contract, or
"partake of the character of ex post jklfactolaws are not forbidden by the!
' Constitution of the United States."
In delivering the opinion of the

Court, Justice Washington says: "The
"objection however which is most press-"ed upon the Court is, that the effect of'
"this ant was to divest vested rights.
"There is certainly no part of the Con-
"stitution of the United States which
"applies to a State law of this descrip-"tion, nor are we aware ofany decision
"of this, or of any Circuit Court which
"has condemned such a law up^n this
"ground, provided its effect be not to
"impair the obligation of a contract."
In 1829 the Legislature of Virginiapassed a law authorizing a turnpike

corporation to raise money by lotteryto repair i»s road. In 1S34 a law was
passed limiting the operation of the act
to six years. Held, that this limitation
did not impair the obligation ot a contract.Fhalen vs. Virginia 8. Howard
163.
In the case of the Charles river Bridge

vs. Warren bridge 11. Peters -120, the
tirst point decided in the case is that:
"A State law may be retrospective"and divest vested rights, and yet not
"violate the constitution of the United
"States."
Chief Justice Taney in delivering the

opinion of the Court says: "It is well
"settled by the decisions of this Court
"that a State law may be retrospective"in its character, and may divest vested
"rights, and yet uot violate the constitutionof the United States, unless it
"also irnpaires the obligation of a con"tract,"

LAUGHLIN'S
OLDHOME BITTERS

Will cure Dyspepsia always.Will cure Dyspepsia always.Will cure livtinpnslauIwBUH
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Old Home Bitters

Will cure Indigestion and Nausea
"Will cure Indigestion and Nausea
Will cure Indigestion and Nausea.
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Regulates the stomach
Regulates the Stomach
Regulates the Stomach.
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Cures Heartburn and Headache
Cures Heartburn and Headache
Cures Heartburn and Headache.

Old Home Bitters
Old Home Hitters
OkfHome Bitten j ,Is indispensable to every Traveler, as It at

once prevents dizziness and seasickness, and
Is a certain preventive of the evil effect* of
constant change or water.

Old Home Bitter*. ! ,

Old Home Bitters
old Home Bitters

The Great Summer Bemedy
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The Great Hummer Remedy
To give tone to the fetomach
To Strengthen the Feeble
To give a good AppetiteTo Invigorate the invalid.

Old Home Bitters ,Old Home Bitters
Old Home Bitters j jOld Home Bitters
Will cure Dyspepsia j i
"Will cure Weakness
Will cure Debility
Will sure Heartburn.
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Choice Myrnp.
Arctic syrup, better than!Lovering'l for Kale by R.J. SMYTH, 1
api7 cor. Market and Q,ulncy at*,
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KRAFT'S

Diarrhea Compound.
mire only safe and certain cure
1 of Dirrhea, Dyxeitferry, Flux, Summer
Complaint, anil all dlsea&esof the stomach and
bowels. Incident to a change of Diet or Cli-

it has stood the test of time.has cured in
thousands of cases where all other reined**
havefailed, and Lspronounced by the PCBUIC
the

ONLY RELIABLE REMEDY
of Its klud now In use.

Many prominent Physicians now use It In
their pructice, and unheal.*itiingly recommend
Keep it in your house, v \ I be prepared for

any sudden attack of
" C II O L. li R A ,

"

or its kindred diseases.during the coming
summer.
The following are a few of the certificates

which have been voluntarily piven to the
Proprietor*, by persons » ho are well known

Wheeling. Aprl^5th. l$t»5.
Messrs. McCabr. Kraft A Co., Gentlemen:

Havlnu used Kraft *sDiarrhea Compound, for
Camp Diarrhea, with which I have been dcej>lyafflicted for almost one month, all other
remedies tried havingfailrd, and finding it not
only n present relief but a permanent cure. I
take pleasure In recommending it to the favorablenotice of all who may be alike afflicted.U. MARTIN,

Chaplin 15th W. Va. Infantry.
Pittsburg, July 5, iSfo.

Messrs. McCabr, Kraft & Co., Gentlemen.Allowme to add my testimony to that ot
others, in regard to your celebrated "Diarrhea
Compound. 1 have been for a Ions time
subject to the disease lor which it Is recommended.I have tried various remedies but
never found one that so completely eradicate*
the disease as your medicine. A short tinw
ago 1 was suffering terribly with Diarrhea 1
procured a bottle of "Kmil's Diarrhea compound."I experienced iminidiate relief from
one dose, and ifterathitd dose f»-lt a* w»*li a*
ever. I regard it as an Invaluable mediiiue,nnd irnnld tint 1» wit hnut ll Ynniv «m 1 *-

l." w. stewari'
nashvii.le, Tenn., i>ec. lsx, i865.

Messrs. McCabe, Kraft A Co., (Jenttemcn -

I have been using your"Diarrhea Compound'
in my family for some time, ami can say with
much Pleasure, that it Is the BF.sr mkjhcink
of the Kind I have ever used, and do cheerfullyrecommend it to my friends.

With much respect, I am your friend,
V. H. MKTCALFE,of Metcalfe, Bro. dr t.*o.

McCABE,KRAFT A CO., Wholesale Druggists,Wheeling, W. Vn.. sole Proprietors, to
whom nil orders should l>e addressed.
For sale by REED. KitA FT & Co., Centre

Wheeling, WEST & MITCHELL, Bridgeport,
Ohio, and by Dealers in Medicines everywhere.feb'il-Binddfcw

Similia Similibtu Curantur,
II I'M I*II KEYS*

Homoeopathic Specifics.
1TAVK PROVED, FROM THE MOST AMPLE
" cxp'riciics, an ciititv »nc«>M; Simple.PromptKflicicnt,hii'I lU'lialilc. Tlioy an- tin* only Mcdi

irifSperfectly :* !>*t«» popular u*»>.»«> niniplt*hat niir>tnk>-» rauuot lie miuie in lining th- in, *
iarml« :in to frii" from ilanwr. nn<!*<>
;o bo ulway* reliable. They hav«? rai*vd the high<-*t
:ommcii<latiuii from all, and will always render *atefactiou.

Cent*.
(Co. 1, Ctires Fevers, Congestion, Inflammation*... 2ft
" 2, " Worms, Wurm Fever. Worm-Colic... 2ft

3, 11 Crying-Colic, or Teething of Infant* 2ft
4, *' Diarrhea of childn u and adult* 2ft
ft, " Dysentery, Griping. Biliou* (>>lir.... 2ft

" 6, " Cholera-Murbu*. Nausea. Vomiting... 25
« 7, Cough*. Cold*, BronchitN 2ft

f%, " Neuralgia, Toothache. Faceache 2ft
<J, " Headache*, Sickdi«uli(l)r. Vertigo. 2ft

" lit, " Pysp«-p-ja, Bilious-Stomach 2ft"it, " Sunpn-**1 d, or painful Period* 2-*»
12, '* Whites, too profuse Peri'-I*. 2ft
IS, ** Croup, Cough, difficult Breathing.... 2ft
14, Halt Kheum, Erysipela*, Kruptiou*... 2ft

« 1ft, " Rheumatism. Rheumatic Tain* .>

"16, " Fevernud Ague, Chill, Fever, Ague*' 17, " Pile*. Mind or r»*r rai
is, Ophthaiiuy, and *«>re or weak Eye*.. Vi
19, " Catarrh, acute or chronic. Intluenra *»
20, " Whooping, Cough, violent Coughs.... AO
21, " A-thni*, oppr«**!«-d Br-athlng .VI

' 22, *' KarDischarges, impaired Hearing.... .*.<»
23, " Hcrofula, enlarged <>land*, Suellii.g* M'* 24, " General Debility, Physical W,akn«.< Vi
2.*>, " Drop-y, and scanty Secretion* ......... in

" 2fi. " Sea-Sfckne«t*, sickne*« from riding,... ftn
"27, " Kidney I>i-«-aae, Gravel.. .. 10
" 2S, " Nervou* Debility Seminal Emission*,involuntary Discharges .......1

29, " Sore Mouth, Canker.... Tit
"30, " Urinary Incontenaiicf, wi ttitur l«e<l... f4i

31, " Painful Period", vf«n with Spmniit... .'e
"32, " Sufferings at change of life ....1*0
"33, *' Kpil(>p«vi8|i!u>m!i,St Vitm' l»«nce...l fiu
" 34, " Dtptli«*ria. ulr.-rat«-d Son* Throat W

FA31ILY CASKS.
U viuln. morooeo <-«.« , and t««»oV; .fjo f*»
8n large viali. in morocco, n«i<1»«»k f> oo20 large vi:»U. plain caito. and tx-.k .. 5 u»
15 boxt-fl (No*. io lft.> and L>ook3 <"}VETKRI VA It V SPECI PICS.
MnhngfiTiT cjwwk. 10 vial*... -..ttO ' !
Single viulw, with din-ctton«. I «)MHl'hue Ri'mnih-i, l>y the ca~- «»r einiilc Mrr
u»nt toimy part of th» country. *'> Mail <>r Kxpr«.-M,rrve of charge, on rwviplof ihf nrio. Addrc-s

IIUM PH KKYS' SPECIFIC
itomceopapiiic >1 kiucink » hmpany,OftJi and Depot, No. S62 Broadway, New York.Db. Hrvrtinr.TK i« consulted daily at lii<« office,(U'rs4)tially or by letter, a* al»>vo, for all tortus olli*ea*-. T. II. LOGAN A CO., Air.-t.t-.feh221y WWIIng.

DR. T. J. KISNER.
ECLECTIC MEDICINES.

NEW TREATMENT A NEW REMEDIES.
OFFICE, 3D ST., CRNTKR WHEELING, W. VA.

Dr. k. having hecured the her.
VICES of an intelligent assistant, whouill attend to the ptepnrllon ol medicmes,putting tip prescription*, drc., will enablehim to give more attention to out palletits.especially to his many friends in the

country. II is medicines are all prepared In
his own oflice, and all delivered to hi* patientsby himself. I)r. K. treats all disease*,both Acute and**h»onic, with which liuman-
i»y tsamtcteo. He has a large numb«rol new
remedies, which have provt*<l remarkal.lysuccessful in many of Uiosepb*tiu:ile cjuse* ol
Chronic disea.»es which heretofore have been
supposed to be Incurable, anions wnlch maybe named: Consumption, Scrofnla. Dischargesfrom the Kar, Ozena,enlarged Glands,Cancera and Skin Dlssuna. Hit* mode of
tieatlng 1*1 ver Diseases. Stomach Complaints,Bronchitis an<l nil disease* of the Throat
and Air Passages. Hypertrophy and all otherdiseases or the Heart. NeuraJgia. Knilepsy,Spinal Affections, and all diseases ot the NervousSystem,is acknowledued by all wholiHvetested it to be the most certain and successful
everknown to the medical profession. l)r. K.has been eminently successful In the treatmentof all diseases peculiar to women, viz:Menstrul Obstructions, Gainful Meiistrnstion,Deucrrhea. Uterine and Uvarlon Tumors,Prolapsus Uteri and all Nervous diseases to
which they are subject.He makes a specialty In the treatment of
all Chronic Affections of the Genlto Urinary
Organs, viz: Catarrh of Bladder and Urethra^Irritable Bladder, and Non-retention and
Dribbling of Urine, Urinary I>epo*ite or
Gravel, tHabetis and Difficult Urinating, SyphiliticDiseases in all their vari»-d mnns
Ohonarrhea, its complications and seouella?,
spermatorrhea and Impotenry. and all affectionsconsequent upon youthful indiscretions.
Also special attention i>ald to the treatment
of Fistulas, White Swelling. Scrofulous
Sores, Varicose Ulcers. Ac. 1'ersons afflicted,
jvartlcularly with old troublesome cases,
should losenotimeto mil on or addressDIt.
KI^NEit. Communications containing fee
promptly noticed. Office prescriptions and
medicine cash. For visit* in city, same as
other Physicians. Office hours, 9 A. M. to 12
M.. 1 P. >1- to « P. M., and 6 P. AJ. to 9P M.
J""'"

Foreign Fruits.
£ CASKS OF DRIED BOHEMIAN PEAR
fj 5 cases of finest Bordeaux Prunes, be»t linponed
5 caw* ofNew Smyrna Figs, some in 1 lb.

Eind yA lb. boxes.
50 boxes Lemons and Oranges.
500 fresh Cocanuts, 130 doz. assorted cane

fruits.
hpIced and Cove Oysters, Sardines, Raisin

Currents, Dates, Citrons, «fcc., Ac., just arriv
and for sale low, by

KIIITI/TZ A TRtTSCIfELL,
Market St., a few doors below M'Lure II
febH WHEELING,W. VA.

Celebrated Smoking Tobaccos.
WTK HAVE JUST RECEIVED FROM
> V the manafactureis the followingSmokingTobaccos:
LONE JACK,

BROWN DICK
and REGALIA.

These are the finest Smoking Tobacco*
made, and we offer them to the trade at the
lowest wholesale price*.

RHODES & SINGLETON,
myl7 Wholesale Dealers,83 Main st.

Fine Virginia Chewing Tobaccos.
* llthlmost celebrated makes

by the box or caddy.
itkiuDEH A SINGLETON,

my 17 Wholebttle inraiui o3 M*m at.


